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1 . This office action, In response to tine remarl<s filed 5/1 5/2008, is a final office 
action. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 5/15/2008 regarding the rejection of the claims under 
35 use 112, first paragraph have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Claim 29 recites a single element. An input is not an element of an apparatus. An input 
device such as an antenna Is a component of an apparatus but that element Is not 
recited In the claims. The rejection of the claims is maintained and stated below. 

3. The previous rejection of the claims under 35 USC 1 01 is withdrawn in view of 
the remarks. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 5/15/2008 regarding the rejection of the claims under 
35 USC 102(e) have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant states 
Agrawal does not disclose determining signal weights based on channel state 
information. The examiner disagrees. Agrawal discloses monitoring the channel 
conditions as well as the received SNR and provides feedback regarding the MIMO 
channels and/or the streams. The feedback may indicate the number of data symbol 
streams to transmit, which ones of the spatial channels or eigenvectors to use for data 
transmission and the received SNR or rate for each stream (column 9, line 63 to column 
10, line 17). In addition, claim 5 recites the amount of transmit power allocated to each 
of the at least one data stream is determined based on channel condition. Figure 1, step 
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1 12 discloses the weights correspond to the transmit powers allocated to the streams. 
The channel condition is the channel state information. 

For these reasons and the reasons stated in the previous office action, the 
rejection of the claims are maintained and stated below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification slnall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
malting and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 29-38 and 52-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. 
Claims 29, 30, 35-37 and 52-54 disclose a single means claim. A single means claim, 
i.e., where a means recitation does not appear in combination with another recited 
element of means, is subject to an undue breadth rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph. In re Hyatt, 708 F.2d 712, 714-715, 218 USPQ 195, 197 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (A 
single means claim which covered every conceivable means for achieving the stated 
purpose was held nonenabling for the scope of the claim because the specification 
disclosed at most only those means known to the inventor.). The claims one means, the 
processor, configured to carry out a function. The apparatus claims do not expressly 
state or imply additional elements are present in the system. Claims 31-34, 38 and 55 
are rejected due to dependence on a rejected independent claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1 -4, 6-9, 1 3, 1 5-20, 22, 26-29, 31 , 32, 34, 35, 38-43 and 48-56 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Agrawal at a! (US 6,873,606). 

Regarding claims 1, 12, 15, 39-42 and 48, Agrawal discloses a method of 
processing signals to be transmitted on a plurality of communication channels (column 
3, lines 17-28) using the system shown in figure 2. Each data stream is scaled with a 
respective weight corresponding to the amount of transmit power allocated to that 
stream (abstract). The weights are based in the received channel response estimate 
and received SNR (column 10, lines 4-17). 

Regarding claim 2, Agrawal discloses the channel response estimate and 
received SNR is received from the receiver (column 10, lines 4-17). 

Regarding claims 3, 4, 6-9, 13 and 43, Agrawal further discloses the method of 
figure 1 . The data streams forms a diagonal matrix, selects a transmit basis matrix and 
scales each element with its associated weight. Off diagonal elements of the diagonal 
matrix will be forced to zero. 
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Regarding claims 16 and 49, Agrawal discloses a receiver in figure 2 for 
recovering the originally transmitted signal (column 9, lines 51-62). 

Regarding claims 17, 19, 22, 26, 28, 50 and 51, Agrawal discloses a method of 
processing signals to be transmitted on a plurality of communication channels (column 
3, lines 17-28) using the system shown in figure 2. Each data stream is scaled with a 
respective weight corresponding to the amount of transmit power allocated to that 
stream (abstract). The weights are based in the received channel response estimate 
and received SNR (column 10, lines 4-17). Agrawal discloses a receiver in figure 2 for 
recovering the originally transmitted signal (column 9, lines 51-62). 

Regarding claim 18, Agrawal discloses the channel response estimate and 
received SNR is received from the receiver (column 10, lines 4-17). 

Regarding claims 20 and 27, Agrawal further discloses the method of figure 1 . 
The data streams forms a diagonal matrix, selects a transmit basis matrix and scales 
each element with its associated weight. Off diagonal elements of the diagonal matrix 
will be forced to zero. 

Regarding claims 29, 31 , 52 and 54, Agrawal discloses a system for processing 
signals to be transmitted on a plurality of communication channels (column 3, lines 17- 
28 and figure 2). Each data stream is scaled with a respective weight corresponding to 
the amount of transmit power allocated to that stream (abstract). The weights are based 
in the received channel response estimate and received SNR (column 10, lines 4-17). 

Regarding claims 32, 34, 53 and 55, Agrawal discloses a receiver in figure 2 for 
recovering the originally transmitted signal (column 9, lines 51-62). 
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Regarding claims 35, 38 and 56, Agrawal discloses a method of processing 
signals to be transmitted on a plurality of communication channels (column 3, lines 17- 
28) using the system shown in figure 2. Each data stream is scaled with a respective 
weight corresponding to the amount of transmit power allocated to that stream 
(abstract). The weights are based in the received channel response estimate and 
received SNR (column 10, lines 4-17). Agrawal discloses a receiver in figure 2 for 
recovering the originally transmitted signal (column 9, lines 51-62). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 10, 1 1 , 23-25, 30, 33, 36 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Agrawal et al (US 6,873,606) in view of Catreux et al (US 
2005/0053170). 

Regarding claims 10, 1 1, 23, 25, 30 and 37, Agrawal discloses the method and 
system stated above. Agrawal does not disclose an interference cancellation takes 
place. Catreux discloses the system and method for using the system shown in figure 
5A. Channel stat information is used to weight signals in the MIMO system. Paragraph 
0043 discloses one embodiment of the process for removing inter-symbol interference 
where the transmit signal is weighted with the inverse of the channel response at that 
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frequency. Removing interference will allow the transmitted signal to be recovered 
correctly at the receiver. Other interference cancellation techniques are disclosed 
(paragraph 0010). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to implement the interference cancellation techniques of Catreux in 
the method and system of Agrawal for the reason stated above. 

Regarding claim 24, Catreux discloses using a MLSE equalizer and decoder at 
the receiver (figure 3). 

Regarding claim 33, Agrawal discloses the method and system stated above. 
Agrawal does not disclose The MIMO system is a MIMO BLAST system. Catreux 
discloses V-BLAST MIMO systems realize very high data rates in rich scattering 
wireless channels (paragraph 0010). Realizing very high data rates allow information to 
be transmitted and processed in less time than other systems. For this reason, it would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teaching of Catreux into the system of Agrawal. 

Regarding claim 36, Agrawal discloses the method and system stated above. 
Agrawal does not disclose the processor system a ML decoder. Catreux discloses using 
a MLSE equalizer and decoder at the receiver (figure 3). The use of this decoder helps 
to offset the effects of frequency-selective fading as described In paragraphs 0039- 
0040. Fading causes errors in the transmitted signal. It would have been obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of 
Catreux into the system of Agrawal to compensate for fading for the reason stated 
above. 
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8. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Agrawal 
et al (US 6,873,606) In view of Ottersten et al (US 5,828,658). 

Regarding claim 21, Agrawal discloses the method and system stated above. 
Agrawal does not disclose the use of a Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse matrix. 
Ottersten discloses the method and terminal shown in figure 1 . A plurality of receiver 
antennas receives the incoming signal and provides information to the spatiotemporal 
processor as well as signal demultiplexors and demodulators. Optimization algorithms 
are used for calculating the transmit weights that minimize the transmission power 
according to the system (column 20, lines 49-56). The Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse 
matrix is well known (column 23, lines 28-50) and is a component of the received 
channel response matrix. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to use a well known matrix used in the calculation of the 
channel response in the channel response calculation disclosed by Agrawal. Utilizing 
well known calculation methods allows the method and system to operate at reduced 
cost since no new development need take place. In addition, accepted and well known 
methods have been proven to work successfully. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 5, 13, 14, 44-47 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of tine extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin M. Burd whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3008. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9 am - 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David C. Payne can be reached on (571) 272-3024. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Kevin M. Burd/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 261 1 
8/16/2008 



